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f.B|?Hcre ; is’ a footnote to the biggest “leak” since the' 
lijqlinsto'wn ; Flood..-- the. unauthorized unveiling by the 
|New . York Times of. extended excerpts from a 2,500,000 
[word Pentagon report on how' and why the U.S. became 
^involved in Indochina and the moves three Presidents, 
'made that resulted in'. ultimate disenchantment. 

•iv%- The footnote is an interview President Johnson' gave 
fthe late Frank Conniff, Washington-based I-Iearst colum- 
jnist Marianne Means and this reporter in March, 1357, at 
Lthe White House. Inasmuch as the Pentagon history or- 
dered.' written, that .year by Defense Secretary Robert 
McNamara places much of the Vietnam onus on the John^ 
.son administration,' the following may be pertinent: ■ ' /: 

:^WL‘T didn't start this,” LBJ said of the war. “I inherited 
it. It was getting more difficult not long before the full 
.responsibility fell on me. Right in this room when Kcnue- ; 

. dy called on Ike after his election in 1GC0 Ike told him that 
tlie big problem he was going to have as thenewPresi- 
, : clent would he in Southeast Asia. ■ 

:'^i>'“Just before Dallas, Kennedy told me that we were 
; going to have' to fight in South Vietnam, not just advise.” 
•■•He swung his eyes at us and there was challenge in them, 
f ‘Now, is it going to he said of me that I let Kennedy ' 
Klown? Am I going. to' be remembered as the fellow who 
l pulled out; .who became as scared as a rabbit in the field? 
v'T MI; sent -ambassadors to 30 countries, tried every- 
thing,”. he said, frustration as. well as anger welling in 
jhim. ‘‘They just don’t want peace, those fellows, don’t 
, l want to negotiate — now.” LBJ lingered on “Now.” 


■ . “Do you think Adlai or anybody elsecould get a peace 
■ offer and I, the’ President, wouldn’t hear about it?” He 
asked indignantly. ' •' 

He looked around the room, solemnly, and said, “only 
35 men have reached this office. I don’t think any of them 
ever willfully set out to do something wrong.” His eyes 
fastened on the soundproofed AP and UPI teletypes faint- 
ly chattering on the side of his office. “But go over there 
to those tickers and you can find at least six mean state- 
ments about me on the wires,” he invited. 

• '; •• ••-•’'. - ' Vc 0 >V ; ☆ 

LBJ HAD BEEN criticized shortly before this for a 
Chicago speech which referred to . .. some Nervous 
Nellies and some who will become frustrated and both- 
ered and break ranks under the strain and turn on their 
leaders, their own country, and their own fighting men.” 

He considered a much more important passage of the 
speech: : : 

“As Commander in Chief, I am neither a Democrat 
nor a Republican. The men fighting in Vietnam are sim- 
ply Americans. Our policy in Vietnam is a national policy. 
It springs from every lesson we have learned in this cen- 
tury ... . ' ; ; H : ,- . . i. ••■■ 

“We have learned that failure to meet aggression 
means war, not peace. . . . if we fail in frustrating this 
aggression the war that would surely come to Asia would 
produce casualties in the hundreds ..of thousands — per- 
’ haps in the millions.” - ... ... . ; . ■ . 


•>V : tV 


L , ‘‘WE KEEP THE PRESSURE on them all the time,” 

; he went on. “Not too much, not too little. I read here and 
■there that they still think they’re winning, but every day 
• ; we show them that they aren’t , winning, and eventually 
even -they will realize it. We’re killing them on the 
■ ground, day in and day out. The figures we released 
" aren’t estimates. We count every body we find. That isn’t 
jhard: They leave most of their dead and wounded. We’re 
[killing or wounding them at something like the rate of 17 

‘ to one. How long can they last at that rate?” ' ■ 

i (The Pentagon report states LBJ had been told pre- / 

' viously to that interview that the,. .CIA had assured him v ... 

'..that nothing would cause Hanoi to stop figllting or supply- 
ing the Viet Cong.) . . ■ ' ■••:•■• 

Johnson was particularly incensed at this time, 

March of ’C7, by an article ip .Look magazine written by 
Eric Sevareid — a memoir on Adlai Stevenson’s last days, 
made sadder, the CBS commentator ami columnist wrote, 
because Stevenson’s transmissions of peace offers bad 
' been rejected , at the White House level. 
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’ - The New York Times articles on a se- 
‘ cret Pentagon study of the Vietnam war 
r confirms a great deal that has been 
renown , suspected or feared for many 
1 years by the American public, 
i/ . -In an action that should never have 
"{ been initiated and should not have been 
;.given attention by any court, the federal 
’•government has halted at least tempo- 
s-rarily the publication of the Vietnam ar- 
ticles. The injunction is a temporary one, 

! but it cannot help but add suspicions to 
; those already aroused in the minds. of 
I Americans. In this case, the public’s 
; right to know to just .what extent it has 
; been lied to and bamboozled is para- 
j mount. 

- .'The Times series contains many hith- 
i-erto unpublished facts concerning the 
•■history of that war — but few surprises, 
f The knowledge that the famous Tonkin 
(•Gulf incident of 1964 — which gave Presi- 
dent Johnson a “foot in the door” toward 
j: major escalation of the war — was the 
’ result ' of U.S. provocation, made to pro- 
l -vide an excuse for an already planned 
’ ■intensification of fighting, is no surprise. 

>■: * But that knowledge, along with much 
> ;other intelligence revealed in the mas- 
rsiye study,' does serve to provide a con- 
f ;crete and irrefutable basis for criticism 

* -of the Vietnam war — from its earliest 

^beginnings during the. Truman adminis- 
;' ;tration, to its present state under Presi- 
Ldent Nixon. ',•• 

: Until now, opponents of adminis- 
'jr tration action in Southeast Asia have had 
; little other than logic, morality and right- 
’■'tiess on their side. The facts to support 

• .their position lay in the hands of the ad- 
!;minis tration, the Pentagon, the military 
('intelligence agencies *— the people who 
^wished to prosecute the war. But the rev- 
('elations of the . Times series provide, as 
lino previous news has done, factual argu- 
iTn.ents to prove the deceit which so many 
^Americans have lmown so long, by seem- 


tions, the extent of American m- f 
volvement and its historic timetable. Lie 
has been based upon lie to develop tbe-j 
deception under five U.S. presidents. .' j 
Perhaps the principal surprise in the : 
Times series is the clarification of the. 
roles of the Pentagon and the CIA in the 
shaping of U.S, policy in Southeast Asia.- ! 

It was the Pentagon which wrote the re- ' 
port which the Times has publicly re- i 
vealed. The objectivity of the report -~ 
the bad light which it casts upon all con- . 
cerned — demonstrates that the Penta- ■ 
gon was not deluded by the mis- i 
information which was fed to the public. ' 

■ It is likewise revealing that the CIA .] 
and many top military advisers rejected 
the widely publicized “domino theory” v 
and opposed President Johnson’s orders j • 
to bomb North Vietnam. The report in- 
dicates that the CIA, as early as late : 
1863, told the President that Viet Cong j 
rebellion in South Vietnam was “in- : 
digenous” to that area, and to the ideals ,| 
of the people there 4- that it was not the 1 
political inspiration of Hanoi or Peking, j 
That the war was pursued in the north, i 
■and under the guise of protecting the re- ‘ 
mainder of Southeast Asia from Commun- ' 
ist aggression, is ample evidence of presi- 
dential loss of faith with the public, and j 
with appointed presidential advisers. 

If Secretary Lakdl/s Pentagon is to be 
believed, if the'ciA is to be believed, if , 
many military and political experts who . 
have too long remained silent are to be ; 

. believed, then little that happens in the ' 
Republic' of South Vietnam constitutes 
any threat to U.S. — even Southeast 
Asian — security. . ■] 

But a threat does exist where a scries ’ 
of presidents and administrations can in- 1 
volve a nation in a war which violates ■' 
morality, legality, common sense and po- • 
litical wisdom. A threat exists where a' 
government may perpetuate a 20-year lie 
to its people. ' . "l 


Ling intuition. 

The clear fact is that U.S. adminis- 

AfH?S0dfficli^iliBeje3;sep2t3ift1 tQMQA : 

^statements about Vietnam, in their re- knew about it, 






ported actions, the motives for those ac- ; 
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By David S. Broder 

■ ■ Nyashlngton Tost Staff Writer 

. Former Vice President Hu- 
bert H. Humphrey la-st night 
defended himself and former 
President Lyndon B, John-, 
'son against charges they had 
misrepresented American po- 
licy in Vietnam during and 
after the 1964 campaign. 

Admitting that he was ig- 
norant at the time of the se- 
cret documents that have 
been published from the Pen- 
tagon’s history of American 
involvement, the Minnesota 
senator vigorously . denied 
that the administration had 
decided on the "premeditated 
escalation” policies which he 
accused 1964 Republican no- 
minee Barry Goldwater of 
favoring. 

"I am not a liar” the 1964 
vice presidential nominee 
said in an interview. "1 would 
not go out and accuse Mr. 
Goldwater if I knew we had 
a policy” of escalation at the 
time. | 

Humphrey said that “I 
believed it” when Johnson 
promised in that campaign 
not to send American troops 
to fight an Asian war, "and 
I have reason to believe that 
he believed it too. I don’t 
believe President Johnson 
had plans at the time to 
activate American ground 
forces.” ■ i 

/ Humphrey said that until 
he read the Pentagon papers 
published in' The New. York 
Times this Week, he did not- 
know of the covert Amer- 
ican-hacked attacks, on North 
Vietnam in 1964 or of the re- 
ported administration con- 
sensus” in September of that 
year to begin full-s c a 1 e 
bombing of the North aftei 
the election, 


But he said the picture q f . 
an : administration deter- 
mined- to frustrate negotia-' 
lions until the Communists 
had been dealt a heavy mili- 
tary blow ."is not the way l 
remember it” when he be- 
came vice president 5.n Janu- 
ary, 1965. 

"These - papers portray 
President Johnson as want- 
ing to wage an all-out mili- 
tary offensive,” . Humphrey 
said, “and that's just not 
true. I am a sensitive observ- 
er of the man, I saw him an- 
guish over the war. I saw 
him try to limit the nomb 
ing, turn down the Joint 
Chiefs’ manpower requests 
and turn down bombing Hai- 
phong harbor , . . He want-, 
ed to end the wav and get- a 
negotiated pc-ac.c.’’ ■ ' . 

Humphrey said thsi. even, 
after he became vice presi- 
dent he did not normally, 
sec the confidential papers 
that moved between Jonn- 
son and his top advisers on 
the White House staff, the 
Pentagon and the State De- 
sartment. . , . 

But he cautioned against 


L don’t think I’m any 
worse now than- 1 was then, 
and’ maybe a little better.” 
Humphrey said that in dc- 
M ?y of 1964 by Assistant /fending -the administration, 
Secretary of State Will ian\J “I’m not trying to justify a 

«... » f .. r> 


presidential nominee indi- 
cated. he -had been particu- 
larly disturbed by an escala- 
tion “scenario” created in 


Bundy, which included a 
draft of what later became 
‘ the Gulf of Tonkin Resolu- 
tion, through which Con- 
gress authorized Johnson to 
take any steps necessary to 
defend South Vietnam. 

Recalling that he had 
been briefed at the White 
House about that resolution 


concluding that plans pre- 
sented to the President — 
many of which have- now 
been made public, in Hie 
Pentagon history — - repre- 
sented the President’s poli- 
cy.' • /\ 

\ “There are a lot of memos 
that' float around,” ho said. 
“The government is -.filled 
with people who shuffle pa- 
pers and a let who write 
papers ... It doesn’t moan 
the man at the top. always 
agrees with those views. 
Humphrey said . that ho 
doubts about the. pro 


without ever hearing of the 
Bundy scenario or the . co- 
vert American operations 
against North Vietnam, 
Humphrey said such know- 
ledge “would have made a 
great deal of difference to 
me." But again he cautioned 
against the assumption that 
the President was- acting in 
the terms outlined in the 
Bundy memorandum. 

Humphrey said he was 
' perfectly willing “to take 
my share of the responsibil- 
ity” for the Johnson ad- 
ministration’s policy de- 
cisions in Vietnam. “I had 
my share of the responsibil- 

said, “but you can’t play 
both sides of the street. You 
can’t be part of an admin-, 
istration and not take your 
raps.” . ‘ 

Humphrey said -his own 
suggestions were -usually 
given orally to the Presi- 
dent and when, from time 
to time, he sent Johnson 
memos on Vietnam policy, 
“I don’t think it was very 
helpful. I don’t think the 
President thought his vice 


thing. The lack- of candor is 

But he cautioned against 
those who have concluded 
from the published Penta- 
gon documents that John- 
son and his associates de- 
liberately tried to conceal or 
disguise their real intentions 
in Vietnam. 

“I don’t think you can make 
that judgment yet,” he said. 
“I don’t think, the whole 
story is out.” 

Humphrey said he would 
not use the word “brain- 
washed” to describe the' 
process, because “you got an 
awful lot of information 
about our decisions when 
those decision were made.” 
And he added: “I don’t think 
you’ve been lied to.” 

Were the American people 
told enough of the truth? he 
was asked. “How do I know,” 
the senator replied. “I’m r.ot 
Jesus. I’m not Solomon. I’rn 
just Humphrey.” 


had dou nts aoout me. pm- president rnougin ms 
priety of publishing the doc- president needed to do 
uments, saying they “will do that." 

a great deal to damage con- He Reclined to say What 
fidence in government” and ke }} ac j recommended, he-, 
will “only aid and abet the cause "p m ■ not going - to 
doubt and cynicism and sus- se co.nd-guess the President, 
picion about government." p m no t going to try to 
- ■ • ----- rather make myS cl£ look good at 

his expense.” 

Asked what ■ effect he 
thought the disclosures 
would have on his own 
volvement m 1 ^downna chances for renomination 

should be undertaken. He . Deaioc r ats in 1972, 

suggested tnat, a congres- j.^ imnhrey replied: “I don’t 
sional joint committee on - they can do much 
national security be crea.eci m / than was done 

to conduct it. before. I lived through the 

The- ■-■1968 ■ Democratic and the 

harassuiect of 1655 to 1963. 
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But he said that 
than let them stand with- 
out interpretation, a con- 
gressional investigation of 
the or gins of American in- 
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! ^0 ar e a number of things to be said about. That is jha rec £ urse to the press as 

the McNamara Papers, _ now in a state of com - P" b jj c tr ^ ment * fur misleading the public; the easy 
ordered suspension-— things ceremonial a ‘ ,j tb v/lilch these men arrogated to them- 

° f ?Sv^"ote W s-Sce so soon in The larfior strategy of a limited war, fough , 

New York Times’ brilliant and painstaking display limitcd objectives, v/ith limited means. An 

Sa neither, in a certain unelevated sense, ^ Ues perb8 ps the meet Important lesson torn 

' +nv tnOV Tftli - 


--ana, iieiuuu, n. - uierem * , ,, t 11 

^ But never mind; those of us who believe that the the ^^ that has so far 

reader which is to say the public, always gains moi e c _ y this strategy was ■ 

I™, tie «*£>%*«** *“ X £* -am, why. when ft*** ™*.- 

the government is doing and how *. ra t be r quickly, it was doomed to fail, 

(particularly when it works badly) can only applaud ou t lathe q J> documents tell us, with a recog- 
the Times’ enterprise; it is hard for us to thmh of " f “"Q im tto t the South Vietnamese 

an argument for HIMW lilTthe Nixon wore too weak to bargain ft* • se, ‘! c “X 1 re 
was in hand. So we arc also grateful to the N ^ g ^ tQ cven U p the odds, to re 

administration for at least being good enou of force, to widen the war in the 

allow this series to run few three day be^ede chess ^ ^ only by waning the . 


allow this set- e s t o r u n for three days before d, dress the ~ by widening the war 

XL that the installments as yet unpublished name of f acc , the condit ions that would lead 
somehow endangered national security in a way “^Xt/to accept a settlement. This was the 
which the three installments already puhhdjedap- ^Jh ^ ^ wercn>t golng to win in the old con- 
uarentlv did not. Why the government moced .t , by a “graduated response, you 

Tuesday, instead of, let us say, late Saturday night ^Uon^a. by ^ ^ of an almos 
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-Ire than enough logons to **» £ ^.Sd negotiate « beforeymrhad reac ed 
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Taking notliing away from the 1 > , i be jmiit or me — . ■, 

that unfolds is not new in its essence - the ca - h 1 to takc . That’s where the deceit came in, for 
Slated misleading of the public, be pm* ose ful P^^^ln’t really tell the American pub ic at 

manipulation of public opinion, the stunning - outset, everything you contemplated 

. . . ...... W!« rvrnrmnncp.ments and mast at uie uu* , . war 


looking far aneaa, wuum ^>.0^0 - * 

of Ml and negotiate long before you had reached 

to it of the military measures you wore pre- 
mo ^ , t name in. for 


culated nusieauing 1 - — - - : di you couldn’t rcauy leu uk* . r- • 

manipulation of public opinion, the stunning - outset, everything you contemplated 

■ crepancies between public pronouncement and ^ing without stirring debate, and inflaming war 

■ private plans - we had bits and pieces of all that doing wit nt „ without projecting 

pnvaie pjcuig, ^.rariihlv damning form, fever anci piovoiuu fa urmvc.ssion of 


S:; had bits ‘and pieces of all that doing without projecting . 

before. But not in such incredibly damning foirn, ^ ^ in short , precisely the impression of 

not with such irrefutably doemn^ om T . douUM 1;esolvc tba t you did ncj warh to pr ject 


not whh such irrefutable documentation. That is to cncn^a ^ ^ ^ ^ want to project 

what brings you up breathless; the plain comnn and \ bL\ ^ assembl cd huge stacks, of chips and 
to the Secretaries of Defense^ and and tte a few at a time 111 hope tha c 


wnai Drmgt. - ----- ■ * , d tbe s 0 instead we «s,sen,^« “-o- , ,, 

to the Secretaries of Defense and Stale and 1 . them a few at a time m hopes that the 

head of CIA from McGeorgo Bundy, m 1 the -Vi* P ^ victliamesej instead of raising back, would 

dent’s name, to carry out decisions to - m ?and caU by suing for peace, 

deepen our involvement in the wat as lapidiy, as P J ^ dWn , t work out that way because Hanoi 
possible while making every effort to project a voiy ralglng back atl cl in early 1968 the Johnson 

gradual evolution, with no change, m P oll ^> l ^® adm inistralfon ran out of playable chips; there was 
careful concealment of rly the Tot oftenuve and the 


careful concealment of clandestine intervention d T t offcnslve and the military demand for more 
Laos and North as well as South Vietnam m early Jhelet oH ^ prospect of CCO nomic controls and 
1964; the clear ‘‘consensus of at lea t _ & nm on thc dollar and 


Laos anci iNorui as ; n troops and me pruspeob « - ■ , 

J964- the clear ‘‘consensus of at least th ° tbe dollar and the. antiwar movement and 

body of presidential advisers in September 1964 m Johnson had to check. The narcosis of pad- 

tZ /tad** the North e«m w.to b *„t to * 


wa c publicly promising m campaign ucc p e ... ancl resourcefulness of the 
s speeches ,o( to‘‘go Novt^ot to send Americ^ ^ The ^ ^ ^ the effectiveness 
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